— NUS

.,-, FCORPORATION

992 OLD EAGLE SCHOOL ROAD, SUITE 518 Wb
WAYNE, PENNSYLVANLA 18087 b
215-887-9510

January 29, 1985
R-585-12-3-10
68-01-6699

Mr. Harold Byer

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Sixth and Walnut Streets

Philadelphia, PA 13106

Subject: Addendum to Final Field Trip Report
TDD No. F3-8306-17
Miller Chemical and Fertilizer
Whiteford, Maryland

Dear Mr. Byer:

Submitted herewith is a final addendum to the Field Trip report for the subject
project.

This report presents the priority pollutant information and data collected during
the original dioxin screening study. The analysis did not identify any contaminants
at levels of concern. Considering the available information and the state of
Maryland involvement, FIT Il offers the following for EPA consideration:

— o That no further action be taken at this site in regard to priority pollutants.

If you have any questions, please contact me.

o A Halliburton Compary
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Site Name: Miller Chemicai

TDD No.: F3-8310-19

1.0 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Authorization

NUS Corporation performed this work under Environmental Protection Agency
Contract No. 68-01-6699. This specific report was prepared in accordance with
Technical Directive Document No. F3-8310-19 for the Miler Chemical and
Fertilizer Company located in Whiteford, Maryland.

1.2 Scope Of Wark

FIT NI was tasked to perforrn a Phase II site inspection at the subject site,
including additional sampling. These samples were to be obtained in the area on
site where previous sampling had detected the presence of 2,3,7,8-TCDD in a
surface soil sample.

1.3 Summary

NUS FIT I visited the Miller Chemical and Fertilizer Company on Tuesday,
October 18, 1983 to conduct a Phase Il dioxin investigation. Using CDC and EPA
approved sampling and packaging protocol, samples were collected on site in
accordance with a sampling plan developed by NUS and approved by Neil Swanson,
U.S. EPA Region Ill. The area of concern was the location of a sample collected
during the Phase I dioxin visit on June 22, 1983 which revealed evidence of 2,3,7,3-
TCDD contamination upon analysis. In an attempt to determine the extent of
contamination, the following samples were collected: using the exact location of
the positive resut as its center, at a distance of 20 feet at a north, south, east and
west bearing, a surface soil sample was taken; a similar sample was taken at a
distance of 10 feet at a northeast, southeast, southwest and northwest bearing; 2
sampies from the exact location of the positive resut were also taken, 1 surface

and 1 soil sample at a depth of 18 inches below the surface.

These samples were blended and packaged as per CDC protocol and shipped to an
EPA contract labfor 2,3,7,8-TCDD analysis. This analysis has revealed the presence

of 2,3,7,8-TCDD in & of the 10 samples collected. These results have been
confirmed by an NUS Quality Assurance Review.
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Site Name: Miller Chemical

TDD No.: F3-8310-19

The highest concentration was found in the exact location of the positive resut
obtained in the Phase I investigation. Concentrations were reduced progressively
in samples obtained further from this point as well as in a sample collected at a
depth of 18 inches below the positive resut. This would appear to indicate that the
2,3,7,8-TCDD confirmation is a localized problem and not wide spread throughout
the area.
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2,0 FIELD TRIP REPORT

2] Summary

Site Name: Miller Chemical
TDD No.: F3-8310-19
e\

e

On October 18, 1983 FIT Il representatives Thomas Fromm, Laura Boornazian,
David Walker, and Michael Nalipinski conducted the tasked Phase I dioxin sampling
at the Miller Chemical and Fertilizer Company site. This time a total of 10

samples were collected, exduding quality control samples.

2.2 Persons Contacted

2.2.1 Prior to Field Trip

Neil Swanson

U.S. EPA

Curtis Building

Sixth and Walnut Streets
Philadeiphia, PA 19106
215-597-3437

2.2.2 At the Site

Neil Swanson

U.S. EPA

Curtis Building

Sixth and Walnut Streets
Philadel phia, PA 19106
215-597-3437

Howard Harvey

Miller Chemical & Fertilizer Co.

Whiteford, MD
717-632- 8921

2-1

Akskay Vidijarthi

Miller Chemical and Fertilizer Co.
Whiteford, MD

717-632-8921

Howard Dye

MD Dept. of Heal th and Mental Hygiene
Bal timore, MD

301-383-6650
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DD Number _F3-8310- 19 2.3 SAMPLE LOG Site Name _ Miller Chiemica|
EPA Number
Station ”m.?.;;,s-rwp SAMPLING LOCATION PHASE Taq Number DATE TIME pH | COMMENTS/OBSERVATIONS | LABORATORY

Or ganic Inrganic  High Hazard
l Soil #i selid 3- 29851 18183 | 0910 Wright Stae
2 Soil #2 3- 29852 o%s
3 Soil #3 3- 29853 0918
4 Seil # I 3-29854 o%10
g Seil ¥ 5 3-29855 0912
A Soil # L 3-29856 209!S -
7 Soil #17 3- 29257 0920
2 Soil *¥8 3- 2935¢ 0922
9 Soit #9 3- 29859 0924
o Soil #1o i 3. 29860 o94s
0 Kinseate agueous | 3- 29861 042
12 Backqground soil | solid 3. 29885 10083 | 0940
13 Bockground soil dup. 3-29%8( 6940
pf Performauce audit 3. 29287 1000
15 Perfor mance audit 3-2988% 1060 r




Site Name: Miller Chemical
TDD No.: F3-8310-19 \

e
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2.4 Site Obvservations

o Environmental conditions on the day of the visit were cool, overcast and
foggy.

o A personnel decontamination station (PDS) including the command post and
sample blending area were set up using prescribed dioxin protocol.

o All wooden stakes placed at previous sample locations were intact.

o The area of concern was located and the sample locations laid out as directed
by the site sampling plan. A silva ranger compass and fiberglass tape were
used to complete this task.

o Samples were collected using the appropriate level of protection.

o Once collected, the samples were returned to the blending area, and blended
and packaged using CDC approved protocol.

o Split samples were provided to a site representative; these samples were not
bl ended.

o Al samples collected were grab samples.

2-3



EPA REGION III
SUPERFUND DOCUMENT MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
poc# L 3, L‘/
PAGE #

IMAGERY COVER SHEET
UNSCANNABLE ITEM

Contact the CERCLA Records Center to view this document.

: SITE NAME M\“U' Q\_lhni(‘(,vg ,1( T,€( E (_@r‘
j OPERABLE UNIT OO “
| secTion/sox/FoLper | ¢ {ZV:;'OX \ ‘/ cEi A

DATE OF DOCUMENT 3[1QLQH
| DESCRIPTION OF IMAGERY 2.5 Photo oiaphic LOqg

Ot 8)

| NUMBER AND TYPE OF IMAGERY ITEM(S)__| [r,} A gt 0g
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3
. ! Site Name: Miller Chemical
- | TDD No.: F3-8310-19
i
B 3.0 LABORATORY DATA I}
- 3.1 SAMPLE DATA SUMMARY ;
] Tt
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TABLE 1
BREHW LABORATORY, WRIGHT STATE UN; UNIVERSITY, DAYTON, OHIO 45435
RESULTS OF HRGC-LRMS ANALYSES OF EXTRACTS OF EPA/REGION IT1 SAMPLES SUBKITTED HRDER VIAR & COMPANY SAS NO. 806C FOR 2,3,7 B-TETNACHEOHUOIBEHBO—p—DIOIIH(TCDD)

o

ﬁ g Concentration
EbA 2 g WSsU Sample of 2,3,7,8- Ratio Surrogats Ratio
Sample 4 $ sample Weight TCDD® (ug/Kg, D.L. Bate m/z 320 Percent m/x 332
Hunber _gif tJC-Nunbar {grams) pph}) (ug/Kg) Time _m/z 322 Accuracy m/zx 334 m/z 320 m/t 322 wm/z 251"-{: 259 m/z 328 m/x 332 m/z 334
MB J B&C NMC-0 —-_ N.D. 0.04 11/2/83 - 103 0.77 185 180 N-150 1210 22815 18400 23760
3-29851 J B&C NMC~l 11,72 0.10 - 1%?:;33 0.76 102 0.77 950 1245 365 675 25940 21095 27400
3-29852 J  B&C NMC-2 10.20 0.25 - 11?:383 0.84 101 0.77 2450 2910 1060 1230 28570 23465 30366
3-29853 J B&C HMC-3 10.15 N.D. 0.04 1i?§3&3 - 101 G.80 126 210 R-100 H~-200 24200 20805 25900 f
3-29854 J  B&C wMC-4 10,39 0.14 - 11}:333 0.85 98 0.80 1390 1643 320 N-440 28890 25530 32050
3-29855 J B&C NMC-5 10.17 H.D. 0.04 115:3&3 - 102 0.80 240 215 =230 u—zbo 27690 23510 39230
3-29856 J  B&C MMC-6 10.45 0.18 - 1132?83 0.85 99 0.75 1780 2083 600 418 29045 24610 32720
3-29857 J B&C WMC-?7 10.43 0.39 - 1:;3383 0.82 103 0.80 $030 6110 2060 2400 39665 33425 41810
3-29858 J B&C NMC-8 11,34 0.81 - 1:;;§83 0.83 104 0.74 9800 11890 4370 4230 34160 27280 36740
3-29859 J B&C HNMC-9 10.16 E;ZE - 1;;;;33 0.83 103 0.79 9975 11940 4140 3600 17560 14700 18520
3-29860 J BEC NMC-10 11.02 0.17 - 1;32;83 0.86 102 0.77 1820 2115 790 960 29707 24620 32050
3-29861 J B&C NMC-11 130,99 N.D. 0.02 11?:?83 - 101 ¢.78 100 1%0 ¥-100 N-200 32950 27790 35710
3~29885 J BEC MNMC-12 10.67 N.D. 0.04 11?2;83 - 103 0.77 N-70 N-180 N-100 H-200 24520 20300 26300 !
3-29886N J B&C HMNMC-13N  10.45 1.33 —-— 1i?§783 0.86 97 0.78 13030 15415 5470 5675 27700 24580 31380
3~-29887 J  BAC MMC-14 9.95 2.02 - 11?:;33 0.87 98 6.77 24880 28585 10090 10100 36085 31445 40750
3-29888 J  B&C HMC-15 10.29 2,00 - 1:;;383 0.87 96 0.77 19580 22370 8440 8270 27210 24030 31095
32968590 J B&C NMC-9B-D 10.84 E;li_ - 11}:3/83 0.81 90 0.77 2838 3510 1225 1190 6435 4360 5660
3-29888H J B&C NMC-15H 10,29 2,07 - 11??;/33 0.89 10} - 79306 88857 — - 114388 70986 -

1255

a. J = Jar Method. b. B = Option B -~ Region VII EPA Protocol; C = Option C - Region VII EPA Protocol.
¢. “N.D." indicates "Not Detected™ at concentration in excesa of D.L. cited.

d. suffix - N = Native Spike; Suffix - D = Duplicate; Suffix - H = High Resolution,

e. *N"indicates noise level, signal does not exceed noise by factor of 2.5



Site Name: Miller Chemical

TDD No.: F3-8310-19

3.2 Quality Assurance Review

3.2.1 DioxinData: Lab Case No. SAS 806C
3.2.1.1 Introduction

The findings off ered in this report are based upon a general review of all available
sample data. Blank analysis, surrogate, matrix spike, duplicate, and performance
audit resu ts, calibration standards, and isomer separation standards were examined
in detail.

3.2.1.2 Qualifiers

It is recommended that this data package be utilized only with a qualifier stating
that the dioxin concentration at these sampling locations may be somewhat
inhomogeneous. However, all analytical resu ts appeared valid.

3.2.1.3 Findings

Comparison of the resampling resu ts for station 9 versus analytical results from an
earlier sampling at the same point and depth reveal a relative percent difference
(RPD) between these resuts of 139 percent. (The mean of the resuts from the
original sampling at this station was 0.26 ug/kg, whereas the mean of the results
from the resampling at the same station was 1.44 ug/kg.) Consequently, resuts for
other nearby sampling points may not reflect the average concentration of dioxin
in the immediate proximity of each sampling point. (However, it should be noted
that field blending of samples was performed, and when results were compared only
within each sampling project, a total of 6 analyses from this sampling point
revealed interlaboratory and intralaboratory precision which was less than 50

percent relative percent difference in each case.)

3-2



Site Name: Miller Chemical

TDD No.: F3-8310-12

3.2.1.4 Summary

The attached Quality Assurance Review has revealed inhomogeneity as the major
area of concern. Please see the accompanying support documentation appendix to
this report for specifics on this Quality Assurance Review.

Report prepared by Russell J. Sloboda "4\ (//{)/ %% Date: Feb, 15, 1984

3-3



APPENDIX A



fe

— 1. COST CENTER: 2. NO.:
REM/FIT ZONE CONTRACT
F3-8310-19
ACCOUNT oo TECHNICAL DIRECTIVE DOCUMENT (TOD)
3. PRIDRITY: 4 _ESTIMATE OF 5. EPASITE 1D: 6. COMPLETION DATE: |7. REFERENCE INFO.:
! TECHNICAL HOURS: ‘
g HIGH 120 Dyes [Ino
i MEDIUM 4A. ESTIMATE OF 5A. EPA SITE NAME:
n SUBCONTRACT COST: Miller [JaTTAckED
[ tow [rick up
Chemical 3 days after
0A results Neil Swanson
8. GENERAL TASK DescripTion: _Conduct a Phase Il Dioxin sampling at Miller Chemical, MD.
10. INTERIM
S: *
9. SPECIFIC ELEMENT  DEADLINES:

L. Contact Neil Swanson for information pertaining to date of sampling
——and extent of sampling.

S. File field trip report and QA.

2, Develop, with EPA, a sampling plan.

3. Arrange for lab analysis - Dioxin ONLY _
4. Follow protocal estahlished for Phase I sampling.

OTHER (SPECIFY):

11. DESIRED REPORT FORM:

FORMAL REPORT []

LETTER REPORT [}]

FORMAL BRIEFING []

12. COMMENTS:

13. AUTHORIZING RPO: é/
anc

(B%

14. DATE: /; /&3

(s?nuA'ru RE)

o

1 15. RECEIVED BY:

gﬁCEPTED ﬂ ! ADCEPTEP WITH EXCEPTIDNS D REJECTED

16. DATE:

WY =

(CONTRACTOR

RPM SIGNATURE)

Sheet 1
Sheet 2

White — FITL Copy
Canary — DPQ Copy

Shaet 3
Sheet 4

Pink — Contracting Officer's Copy {(Washington, D. C. )
Goldenrod — Project Officer's Copy (Washington, D. C.}
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Sampling ' C-585-6-3-54
Blending Procedure

Samplers take sample in 1 gt. stainless steel blender cup.
Blender cup should be filled no more than 3/4 full,

Note: Attempt to avoid placing stones in the blender cup. Samplers should also
break up large cdlumps of soil.

Sample is then returned to blending station.
Blending procedure will commence as follows:

1 Pulse blender five {5} times.

2 Invert blender cup several times and shake,

3 Repeat this procedure six (6) times for a total of 30 pulses.
4 Allow the blender to sit for two to five minutes to allow all dust to settle.

Person who is blending removes right glove to open sample jar, glove is put back
on when filling the jar.

Sample will be removed from the biender cup utilizing scoopulas which will be
disposed of when the sample jar has been filied.

Right glove is removed for the capping of the jar.
Remove baggie and rubber band and place in designated receptacle.

Sample jar is decontaminated with 1,1,l-trichloroethane is visual contamination
is evident.

Sample is then tagged, and processed by the site leader.
Any material remaining in biender cup is disposed of in the waste receptacle.
Blender cup is deaned with soap and water and scrubbed with brush if necessary.

Blender cup is filled /4 to {/2 full with soapy water and agitated (blended) for
30 seconds.

Cup is then rinsed with distilled water, alcohol, and 1,1,1-TCE. Allow to drip
dry. .

Sample cup is ready to receive next sample.
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SITE NAME: Miller Chemical

‘ oD NO.: F3-8310-19

{- . ERPA NQ.: M_N7

o : TITLE: Site Locaticn Map
' FIGURE NQ.: 1}

3

|
.

4, f . (-1-%" "‘_r( o ','. g
e e V//

WA T

3

—

_—

o

._4_._
-

: ENLIE

- SOURCE: Nalta MN_ Ouadeancts | CORPORATION

. @ A Halliburton Company
SCALE: 1:24000 |




L

.

2%
| Pp—

-y i

aa

R L L P

Miller Chemical

ToD NO.: F3-8310-19
EBA NO. M-03
TITLE: Site Sketch
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SITE NAME: filler Chemical

TDD NO.:! _F3-8310-19

EPA NO.: M-03

TITLE: Sample location Map/Phase 11

FIGURE NQ. 3
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f ' { .. REGION 3

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY . | o
Office of Enforcement a . - Ctmh Bldg., 6th & Walnut Sta. .
CHAIN OF CUSTODY RECORD ‘ Phihdolphil Pennsylvania 191086
PROJ. NO. PROJECT NAME o '
FI-£310 -9 M llé_g, ND. _ {p
SAMPLERS: rSigneture) : oF . g
con |-/ Y 7 REMARKS -
e | @ o TAINERS | /.Yy /.
STA.NO. | DATE | TIME § g STATION LOCATION _ /A
/ /O}{ﬂ/ 0910 X Sol 4| I !
2 )o/J%_MJ_S ) Sol 2 | /
3 qohdeylpe8| X Se\ # 3 [
ril__w aqipl X Lol # ¢ R
S lofadez| |t Sol * 5 T
6 loledeqs] |k Sot_* 6 arel
7 lojgseazel |y Sacl_#7 'R
8 lolgbzleszz] | ¥ Sl # & / {
T .
9 U :Ab 092¢ ¥ Son | {
(0 \plshreqys| ¥ Sel # (9 |y
_/ "
Relinquished by: (Signature) Date /Time | Received by: f; iwmuiu, w 4 ‘_"j Relinquished by: (Signature/ Date /Time | Received by: fSignature]
D\Wwv W_Fnemm |l /13[9} [mg_ :
Relinguished by: (Sipnature) "Date /Time Relinquished by: (Signature} Date /Time | Received by: {Signature)
Relinquished by: (Signaturs) Date / Tima | Receivad for Laboratory by: Date /Time Remarks - =
{Signature) { —L [ 5 ;;c ::
¢ Y 2 o
5p Shumples : S g

Distribution: Originel Accompanies Shipment; Copy to Coordinator Field Files
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REp1 1Y

o O_n'-' OcA-o\op_o/ | 1% 198%, NUS Corp, representatfve Tarx ?&emM

rece{ved per'mfssfon from Av_;,r:g?f \HD f“AR'Hu (site owner/operator-),

| to remove the fonowing mateﬂa!s from ms/her property in the fo11ow1ng contdiners:

' i O x gaﬂon amber' containers, Q 40 m] VOA
- containers, i ’0 ' : “ ~ one quart po1yethy1ene containers and
0 ' i-gﬁ‘l:-ounce g1ass jars -
' Sh-\:’eg L -

Mherters g Y nemans wleles

. : ' NUS Corp. Representative Date
- - . "STte owner/operat¥r Representative Date

NUES CORPORATION
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PROJ.NO. |PROJECT NAME
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= X e\ w7
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PROJECT NAME: (Niller Chemzad ' EPASITENO.: /M—03

TDD NO: _ F3-43j0-jg | REGION: __ =¥

- o QUALITY ASSURANCE REVIEW OF
DIOXIN - ANALYSIS LAB DATA PACKAGE

- Case No.fsAs No.* 306Cfﬁ65“7/}j ApplicableSample No's.: 50!/#/ 2. 34 5}_6;2

Contract Nos __L ¥s 7 go rthsedi (5 Qﬁmd I’Z ;3 lq (5~

Contract Laboratory' % Ve
Analytical Pro'tocol : ‘VS'JM |

Reviewer:

Review Date: 2:/]"{]@1‘(

—  The dioxin=z analytical data for this case has been reviewed. The quality assurance evaluation is
summarized in the id.lowmg table-

— @iewer's Evaluation* ~Fraction
-] : RTIE-TOD . | OtherTODE | Qther chiorimabed,  [2378TC | Obher I
. : R - dibenyodionins = idibeozofurun klibmzofumns|
pcceptable ‘ L~ /Ua}gm/égy =>
Acceptable with exception(s) '
- uestionable
nacceptable

* Definitions of the eval uatim'score cétegories are listed on next page.

This evaluation was based upon an analysis of the review items indicated below:

©DATA COMPLETENESS : @ QUALITATIVE REQUIREMENTS
@BLANK ANALYSIS RESULTS C CALIBRATION STANDARDS

" _ (DSURROGATE SPIKE RESULTS g}earonmncs AUOTT RESULTS
@MATRIX SPIKE RESULTS ICALCULATTON CHECKS

- %PLICATE ANALYSIS RESULTS R

Data review forms are attached for each of the review items indicated above.
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DATA EVALUATION SCORE CATEGORIES

A_gﬁ_:ég;g Data is within established control limits, or
:the data which is outside established control
‘1imits does not affect the validity of the

.- analytical results, :

CCEPTABLE WI c ON(S): Data is not completely within
established control limits. The deficiences are
identified and specific data is still valid,
given certain qualifications which are listed below.

gg§§g;gﬂggg§%hnata is not within established control limits.

‘ e deficiences bring the validity ¢f the entire
data set into question. However, the data validity
- is neither proved nor disproved by the available
information.

UNACCEPTABIE: Data is not within established control limits.
The deficiences imply the results are not meaningful.
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RESULTS OF HRGC-LRMS AMALYSES OF EXTRACTS OF EPA/REGIUN VIT SAMPLES SUBMITTED UNDER VIAR & COMPANY SAS NO. MOJ

tPA
Sample
Extract

M03-01
3-16696
MO3-02
3-16697
M0O3-03
3-16698
MO3-04
3-1o699
[3-05
3-16700
M 3-06
3-16868
MO3-07
3- 16669
MO3-0b

3-16870°"

MO3-~09
3-16871
Ho3-190
3-16872
U311
3-16873
MU3-12
3-16474
MO3-13
3-16875
MO3-14
3-16876
04 -uBD
3-16792
H03-16
3-24908
13-17
24907
Ml
HU3-16
23906€-

{

TABLE 1
BREHM LABCRATORY, WRIGHT STATE UNIVERSITY, DAYTON, ORIG 45435

1
|

i |
r

—zadl |

> R

P

all |

s |

aid |

FOR 2,3,7,8-TETRACHLOROOIBENZO-p-

Wsu
Sample
Extract
HNUs-1
NUS-2
NUS-3
NUS-4
NUS-5
NUS-6
NUS-7
NUS-8
NUS-9
NUS-10
NUS-11
NUS-12
NUsS-13
NUS-14
NUS-15
NUS-16
HUS-17

HUS-0
NUS-160

C.C«L.L.LLC_.L.C_L-LL.C—LLL—L-LL-‘EXtraCtion

BC
BAC
BIC
BaC
B&C
84C
BAC

B&C
B&C

Sample  Concentration
Height
rams

i1,
11.
10.
10.
11.
10,

11.

11

11.

11

ag
57
51
63
77
77

15

.92

59

.96
.41
.51

.40

1001

1

i1
.89
.69

.02

Ratio

DIOXIN [TCDD)

Surrogate Ratio

of TCOD3- D.L. mfz 320/ Percent m/z 332/

{pa/ke) — {pa/¥9) mfz 322  Accuracy m/z 334 m/z 320 m/z 322 mfz 257 mfz 259 mfz 328 mfz 332 m/z 334
N.D. 0.12 -- 94 0.72 N-130%-  N-500 N-300 N-350 16200 22500 31260
N.D. 0,06 -- g5 0.73 R-150 N-150 N-200 N-300 16050 22300 30650
N.D. 0.05 -- 84 0.86 N-200 N-200 N-250 N-200 22400 38500 44530
N.D. 0.04 -- 89 0.70 N-160 N-160 N-400 N-400 21600 31440 45250
KD, 0.04 -- 90 0.82 N-200 H-150 N-3C0 N-300 25140 39360 48200
N.D. 0.03 -- g6 g.74 300 240 500 1000 16960 23360 31700
0.27 -- 0.756 95 0.69 1340 1710 900 1000 14000 18790 27180
1.09 -- 0.84 92 ¢.72 8660 10270 4320 4310 19360 27650 38410
N.D. G.07 -- a9 0.71 N-200 N-150 N-300 N-300 13050 19160 26870
N.D. 0.07 -- a5 0.72 N-260 N-?GO N-1000 N-1100 19100 29270 43710
N.D. 0.13 -- 87 0.70 N-300 N-400 N-1100 N-650 15040 22160 31830
N.D. 0.09 -- 81 0.77 N-360 N-300 N-1000  N-1000 12780 21310 278060
.0, §.4a7 - 79 0.75 N-200 K-250 N-3700 N-1400  1605G 27270 36300
N.D. 0.0 -- 87 0.74 l N-380 N-360 N-2000 N-1350 20320 30970 41870
N.D. 0.60 -- 24 0.74 N-500 N-400 N-1260 N-1600 25910 40750 - 55330
3.07 -- .62 82 0.73 27700 33870 14880 14740 22090 35340 48470
3.27 .- 0.80 97 6.70 25830 32300 11475 11625 23020 30580 43550
L LI I A I 7S O S 0 S < O
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SAMPLE DATA SUMMARY

TDD Number £ 3- 8306 -7 7 . TARGET COMP;OUNDS Site Name M. fler ¢ tiompecal © Ferls ,. o
EPA Number {3 organic X Inoc ganic . Date of Sample _Jyvne 22, (903

Compounds Detected

e

Sample | Sample Description

Number { and Location Phase UInits /
| )
N
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ME JIYS ] UPSTRER M sol 4”21‘(?— 05 ) 45
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r I { .
M 1753 _[E/anql-(_ Sol My fK 1l l |
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i 1 | T

[
T ] | R
LI L.
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NOTE: For areview of this data and non-target, tentatively identified compounds, please see the Analytical Quality Assurance section of this report.
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t
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Tor mimmifcanea hacnd onen miality ascerance review of data.
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NOTE: For a review of this data and non-target, tentatively identified compounds, please see the Analytical Quality Assurance section of this report,

O Denotes resuts of questionable qualitative significance based upon quality assurance review of data.



é‘i

T

L pEag POE ey il o) |k 4 i Gy i 3 T4 ey 2 ; " . . oo
e EH A E E P E S S

7 SAMPLE DATA SUMMARY _
TDD Number F3-8306-f7 TARGET COMPOUNDS Site Name Muler € wal J rc_rf; lzer
EPA Number Date of Sample _June 22 /933

(A organic O trorganic

Y% v v v /
Compounds Detected

Sample | Sampie Description
Number | and Location Phase

L

it

Sedime AT
C 3819 Utsreear~ S ol u%i[q,

|

I

|

|

| |
f'} Sl i B ]
| ]
|

[C3880 | med: sxream | S0t Juglle

Ge dirment’ ]
C 3881 | FeaNtt e Sol lee ke | /200 | 4300 l 1820 iJsoo 2000 | 1000 | 920 | 880 | #¥0 | 4300 | 9t {<HDO )

S Horent
ot teats of

fl C 3P S e e Sol ui_f’ ; § _
" C 3883 LQL\N,\,\ . Sof &‘#ﬂj’ | !

L
L I R

L
-

! I .
b L —_——— . . \- - -
- e 3

E l N
‘ X _ - T
NOTE: For a review of this data and non-target, tentatively identified compounds, please see the Anatytical Quality Assurance section of this report.
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NOTE: For a review of this data and non-target, tentatively identified compounds, please see the Analytical Quality Assurance section of this report. B j?u’
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